!
2

Vi

11000
Prehn-(mzry data—Rampart pmfwt (up-~
stream site)
1. GEWERAL
Site of dam, river mile...... . k]
Drainage area {sguare miles) ... 200, 000
Annual runoff {estimated acre-teet) ¢
Maximum.. : 103, 800, 000
Minimum. oo oo , $00, 000
| V2 P eew= 85, 800, 000
Mean annual discharge (cuble
feet por #oCONA) v o nanea 118, 000
2. RESERVOIR
Pool elevation (teot).--.------- 00
Drawdow?tl (f00t) cccramcacaeds * 4
Length (miles) (estirpated).... =~ * 400
Maximnum width (miles) (sstabe
lished) 20
Storage (acro-feet) (muuon)--. 1,253
Area, full pool (8C188) cevninaam @ 045,000
3. AM
Typé: Ooncrete gravity. ]
Elevation, top of dam {feet)____ - L)
Crest (length in feet) (esti- :
¢ IAOA) - e e cnne ———— 8, 000
Helght (tnt. maximum seo-
ON) e evmemc e —— sos
4. fowszmousx :
Unit bay spacing (feet) ... [ ]
Units (nuMbOr) wrccenaean ——— 7
Turbines (horsepower) ... e 884, 000
Generatals (KLOWRLES) ccvee-pe 280, 000
5. POWNR ANY ENERSY
Average head (fees) ..o . 440
Prime power (ktlowstts)...._.. 8,785,000
Installed capecity (kilowatts)_. 4,980, 000
Firm energy kilowatt-hours per
your (entimated) (miifion)... s, 120
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INSTRUCTION OF MILITARY &
PERSONNEL

Mr. MONDT. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the body of the RECORD a series of acticles
and editorials in conj with the
debate Involving the ve of the
Pentagon with tegard to the palicy pro-
gram it has recently enunciated.

There being no objection, the editorials
and articles were ordered to be printed
in the Rrooss, as follows:

. {From Human Events)
BIHIND THE PULBRIGHT MEMORANDUM,

(By Allan Ryskind)
The now famous Fulbright memorsadum

Capital has hed t0 hear witness t0 in recent
times. Itis not only filled with “sthear * ¢ ¢
innuendo ®* ¢ * and unsubstantiated alls-
gations,” as Senator J. SreoM THURMOND
charged from the Senats floor last week.
It \s & Lremen attempt by itheral elements
of the New Frontier, the very persona who
wax 30 oloquently about the guarantes of
free speech in the firet Mmendmaent, 40 mus-
rie all those who disagres with the Uberals’
own particular interpretation of how $0 meet
the Communist menace.

One only needs to read the desumsnt %0
see how true this is. Thes Pulbright memo-
randum is not basically an attack against so-
called ‘“rightwing extremists.” It central
targets are, rather, auch scholarly and infor-
mational groups as the PForeign Folicy Re-
search Institute of Pennsy!l
tute of American Strategy and
tion, American Btrategy for the
and’ such noted scholars ss n-

Walker. : o

Perhape its most o.ntunm » 6968
directive of the National Secwurtiy :
the top stratogie sdvisery panal “’

UG 8 B8l g
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‘mt. which oalled for making use of military

pmolulel and facilities to arousc the publio
“to the memance of the cold war.’

The Pulbright document scores the Na-
tional Security Oouncll directive. It deciares
the policy of using military men to arcuse
tiwe public is L “basic erfor.” Military
pﬂ‘lonlll the document charges, do not have
the “necessarily broad background which
wotild emable them to relate the various as-
pects of the cold war effort, one to another.”
IA brief, auggeosts the ohairman of the Senate
Foreign Relations Commitics, an admiral
1tke Arlsigh Burke, or a general like Douglas
MeacArthur is, presumably, less capable of
understanding the giobal menace than an ex-
hucketer liks Chiester Bowles or a leftwing

* Harvard profossor like Arthur Schlesinger, Jr.

“Fundamentally,” the memorandum oon-
tinues, “it s believed that the American peo-
ple ' have ‘little, if any, need to be alerted to
the monace of the cold war.” Alerting the
poopls is dangerous doctrine, according to
FULRRIGKT, for the “Dprincipal problem of
loadership will be, 1if it i3 not algeady, to
restrain the desire of the people to ‘hit the
Cossmiunists with everything we’ve got, par-
ticularly if there are more Cubas and Laos
(lb’. »

What the Senator Is really saying is that
he dose not think the militasry or other indi-
viduals ahould alert the Ameorioan people to
& dootrine which Fursmiswr himself opposes.
It waa the Arkaneas Senator, one may recall,
who $0tally opposed our intarvention in Cuba
and who greatly inft d the President's
decision %0 call of American alr support. I
Prestdent Xennedy had paid more attention
to the military and hed hit Castro with even

awmall part of our Alr Force, Castro would
oooupy Cuba and ocommunism

suffered & severe defest.
Mhrl‘ht decument also lashes out
against the implementation of the National
Becurity Councll’'s directive which has re-
sulted in programs for military personnet in
“sxtremaly radical right-wing speak-

which “extremsly radical rightwing speak-
gost that FuLsRIGHT bolleves just about any-
body is an extreme rightwinger.

The memorandum points out that among
those peoplo who spoke before military gath-
erings were such individuals as Herbert Phlil-
brick, an undercover agent for the FBI who
is author of the book “I Led Three Lives”;
Robert Morris, who was formerly a counsel
to the Benate Internal Security Bubeom-
mittes; and a recognized scholar on China,
Prof. Richard L. Walker, who often writes
for the New Leader, which bends philosophi~
oally toward the New Deal,

What the document omits, however, are
the many speakers of liberal persuasion who
have spoken before some of these military
semninars the memorandum refers to. The
Poreign Policy Research Institute and the
Institute for American Btrategy. both of
whichh come under attack by FULBRIGHT, ar-
ranged summaer semini for Reserve officers
at the Nationnl Wer Mlege {n Washington
in both 1050 and 1480. Liberals as well as
oonsarvatives were invited as speakers.

Some of the liberals were: Charles “Chip”
Bohlen, an sdviser to Roosevelt at Yaltas,
senator Pavrn Dovooras, Democrat, of Tili-
nols, Prof. Hans Morgenthau, a regular con-
tributor to the 1llberal New Republie,
and Dean Acheson, Becretary of Btate

under Truman. 'PoLErINaT has: no ob--

jection to thees kers. His point
seems to be that all of the gpeakers
should be of this species. No conservatives.
The trouble with the FPRI and the IAS ap-
parently is that they thought all varietics
af scholarly opinion should be presented to
the raserve officers. Yet the memorsndum
ouggents that the National War College
should sever relations with the PPRI and
the LAS since the relationship may give one

-
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_ particularly aggressive view u more diredct

A
commanding (nfluence upon military anud
ctvillan conceptions of strutegy than s de-
strable.

One of the most curtous charges 15 the
memorandum's gttack agatnst “Amcericsn
Strategy for the Nuclear Age’ which hus been
published by the Institute for American’

Btrategy. The document charges that this

book, ‘‘prepared and disseminated by private
organizations with close military connec-
tions * * * I8 by no means representative
of the President’s announcead strategy for the
nuclear age.” Omne can only say if it is not
representative of the President’s announced
strategy, President Kennedy has been saying
something different to Senator FPULBRIGHT
than to the rest of us

The contributors, alone, mamy of them
currently advising the President, should re-
fute this miraculous chargg. Dr Henry
Kissinger, now an adviser to Kennedy, Dean
Acheson, also a Presidentidl adviser, Han-
son W_Baldwin of the New York Times, and
Lt. Gen. Arthur G Trudeau. the Depart-
ment of the Army's Chtief of Resenrch and
Development, are just a few of those who
have contributed to thts book.

A scant briefing showrs the book advo-
cates a bulldup of nuciear weapons, conven-
tionai weapons, civtl defense, and the North
Atlantic Treaty Organirzation. Does the
Benator suggest this 1= coutrary to what the
President calls for? True, it does not call
for recognition of Red China, as Benator
PFPuLBRIGHT has suggested In the past, nor
does it criticizse ‘the President’s attitude on
Berlin, which FurLsriciit has done on a na-
tional TV program. Yet neither does the

suggest that Senntor FoLsacHT should
be silenced for expressing opposition to the
President’s announced policy.

The c¢rucial point regarding the Fulbright
documents, besides its misrepresentations, is
that it recommends silencing of voices that
do not agree with the Fulbright viewpoint.
‘This, by itgelf, would be no cause for worry
if it were not for the fact that the privately
prepared memorandum, sent to the White
House and the Pentagon in June, largely in-
fluenced a Defense Department directive of
July 10 which glvea the Defense Department
broader powera to gug all those who do not
conform to the exact whin of those persons
in the Pentagon who will enforce the direc-
tive. What worries many here on Capitol
Hill 1s that those who du enforce the direc-
tive will be sympathetic aith the philosophy
of J. WonriaMm Fuismsictd, Democrat, from
Arkansas.

{From the Nashville Barner, Aug. 4, 1961]
THE NATIONAL BCeENE: WY THE (UAG ON
ANTI-COMM I2018T6? | B .

(By Frank Van {js Linden)

Benator STROM THURWEND ts demanding —
and may well get—a segatorial investigation
of bhis documented chargpse that the Kennedy
administration is "mue.ying” American mil-
itary officers and storrmpig thelr anti-Com-
munist public educai'ca, seminurs,

The South Caroltpa teuntor has plued
in the ConNcerssiorss Rg20rp a document
identified by other asurow) as the "Fulbright
memorandum ”  Ttiy wig) sent privately to
President Kenne vy and Dotense BSecretary
McNamars by Sfenitor J BTtijam Pulbright,
of Arkansas, the ilenawy|Poreign Relations
OCommlittee chai:rina 1E “wis responsible,”
THURMOND L0ld t' e ‘e mite. for the Penta-
gon's. recent cuiny. t+ perjeraal of policy on
anti-Communis' {1t ctrd\stion courses

The memierand.ar  proorpgnended a change

in the Natic 2 asul  aXx il Directive
of 19568 w! .2k ‘stp. & 1ru\ cryoof using
military je:osamg ¢ irowe e public to
the n.enace gf thy co'd we 1 tou many
oanes, e SleMmaiuium ¢ Ry ¢ hed, “'ex-
tre i oy wpedkers” have
tiod 1R = m' Y Lo osocinlism,

s
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